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DETAILED ACTION 



15. The examiner acknowledges paper # 2, of 4/19/1999 the preliminary 
amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

16. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of 
the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, 
and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the 
same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of 
carrying out his invention. 

17. Claims 1,18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
because the specification, while being enabling for cleaning article with the 
stated limitations as described in the specification i.e., for the abrasive 
particles page 9, lines 9-15; for the protective layer page 10, lines 23-28; for 
the organic solvent page 14, lines 1-5 and for the water content and viscosity 
page 19, lines 5-9, lines 15-19; and dependent claims 8 and 10 , does not 
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reasonably provide enablement for claims 1,18, and 19 unless the limitations 
as cited in this paragraph are incorporated into claims 1,18, and 19. 
Otherwise, the specification does not enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use 
the invention commensurate in scope with these claims, 1, 18, and 19. It is 
the examiner's position that undue experimentation would be required to 
produce the claimed invention of the cleaning article without the limitations as 
noted in the cites given in the instant specification. 

18. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as based on 
a disclosure which is not enabling. The protective layer forming component 
and the abrasive particles which are described as critical or essential to the 
practice of the invention, but not included in the claim is not enabled by the 
disclosure. See In re Mayhew, 527 F.2d 1229, 188 USPQ 356 (CCPA 1976). 
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The specification as filed describes the protective layer component and 
abrasive particles as necessary components of the claimed invention, page 4, 
lines 1-5, but these components are missing from the claim. 

19. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointTng out and distinctly claiming the subject matter wluch the applicant 

regards as his invention. 

20. Claims 1-17, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, it is not clear what the aspects of "particles" encompasses, 
since kind , amount and size are missing especially since the instant 
specification states necessary hardness, page 8, lines 13-14. Moreover, since 
the claim states "consisting of, which language is very restricting, "organic 
particles and/or inorganic particles" provides limited specificity because it is 
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not clear 



which particles meet the degrees of hardness as stated in the 



specification. 

In claim 15, it is not clear what is encompassed by the phrase "capable 
of. This is not a patentable limitation but the ability to perform. 

In claim 19, it is not clear for the same reasons given in claim 1 . 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

21. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 
application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1. 2, 5, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Feig 3,71 1,884. 
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Feig descnbes a cleaning and polishing cloth for use on glass, plastic, 
enamel and laccuer surfaces, (abstract). Feig descnbes the doth (woven, non- 
woven, paper, textile matenals, column 3, hues 13-19) which is bound 
(impregnated) with a polishing or cleaning agent (abras.ve particles) and a 
binding agent (protective layer component), (see abstract, column 1 , lines 4-9; 
lines 52-61). Feig descnbes the part.de size (granule) in the range of about 
,.50 to 60.0 microns, (column 2, lines 63-67). Feig descnbes the essential 
limitations of the claimed invention. Claims lack novelty. 
22. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 
application for patent in the United States. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as bong anticipated by 
JP-05-15481. 
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JP'481 describes a wiping cloth with a stain removing fiber layer and a 
fluid absorbing layer impregnated with a wiping agent (detergent) with 
surface coating agent (like surfactant), (see abstract). JP'481 describes the 
cleaning agent (like detergent) with silicone resin to prevent the surface from 
being stained, (see abstract). JP'481 describes the wiping cloth impregnated 
with the wiping agent (detergent), as cleaning the glass with one wiping 
action, (see abstract). It is the examiner's position that the static friction 
component is met since the glass is clean with one wipe and would be 
inherent. JP'481 describes the essential limitations of the claimed invention. 
Claim lacks novelty. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

23. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) Ap a,e„, mavno, be ^^^'^^A 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 4, 6-17, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Feig 3,711,884 in view of Lohr et al. 4,347,151. 

Feig as above in paragraph # 21 with the difference being that Feig is 
silent about the speicific protective layer component. 

Lohr describes a cleaner polish for kitchen and bathroom surfaces w.th 
surfactant, abrasive agent, dimethyl silicone fluid (protective layer 
component) to aid application properties, water, and other conventional 
additives, (see abstract, column 2, lines 10-56). Lohr describes using 0.4% of 
dimethyl silicone fluid, (column 4, lines 5-8; 30-33; 63-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to employ the dimethyl silicone fluid (protective layer 
component) of Lohr in the cleaning article of Feig motivated with the 
expectation that there would be an improvement in cleaning of the substrates 
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with less friction present with its use. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to optimize the other properties and amounts of the 
components since when the general conditions of the claimed invention are 
disclosed in the prior art discovering optimum or workable ranges involves 
only routine skill in this art, In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. 
24. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract 

of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a 
single paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 250 words. It is 
mportant that the abstract not exceed 250 words in length since the space 
plvided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is bmrt* 
The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as means 
and "add - should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting 
the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat 
information given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be 
SS. such as, "The disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this 
invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 
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accordance with 37 CFR 1.52(b)(1). A new abstract of the disclosure is 
required and must be presented on a separate sheet, apart from any other texl 
The new abstract must be one paragraph and not more than 150 words. 
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26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. JP 54-36065 describes polishing device with a 
porous body impregnated with a powder with particle diameter of 5-500 
microns. JP'065 describes non-woven fabric, (see pages 1 and 2). JP 64- 
8351 describes cleaning cloth made from woven or non-woven fabric with an 
abrasive (0.8 to 2.00 microns), a surfactant, binder and a silicone resin, see 
pages 1 and 2. 



27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to John J. Guarriello whose telephone 
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number is (703)308-3209 . The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday to Friday from 8am to 4 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisorjerrel Morris , can be reached on (703)308-2414 . Th( 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding i 
assigned is (703) 305-5408. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose 
telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 





Patent Examiner 



June 12, 2001 



